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1 . Claims 1-39 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 12-17 and 29-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Gronberg et al. (hereinafter Gronberg), US 2003/0126026. 

5. As per claim 12, Gronberg teaches a memory for storing data configured for 
processing by an interface module being executed on a computer system, comprising: 

a set of tag identifiers (Paragraph [0025]; page 4, claim 14); and 
a command for accessing a set of metrics data wherein, upon reading the 
command, the interface module initiates a get module to retrieve from a metrics data 
base a set of tags corresponding to the set of tag identifiers and to determine a subset 
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of unique tags from the set of tags base on condition (Paragraph [0004], [0016] , [0022] 
and [0027-0028]; Page 4, claim 3-claim 4, claims 8-9). 

6. As per claim 1 3, Gronberg teaches the memory of claim 1 2 further comprising a 
set of additive attribute identifiers associated with each one of the set of tags, wherein 
the get module retrieves a set of additive attributes corresponding to the set of additive 
attribute identifiers and combines the like additive attributes from the set of additive 
attributes associated with each one of the subset of unique tags to provide a set of 
totaled attributes for the one unique tag (Paragraph [0006], [0016], [0018] and [0024- 
0025], [0028]; page 4, claims 8, 9 and 14). 

7. As per claim 14, Gronberg teaches the memory of claim 1 3 further comprising a 
set of derived attribute identifiers, wherein the get module calculates a set of derived 
attributes from the set of totaled attributes on a set of derived attribute definitions 
associated with the set of derived attribute identifiers (Paragraphs [0004], [0006], 
[0016], [0018] and [0024-0025]). 

8. As per claim 1 5, Gronberg teaches the memory of claim 1 3 further comprising a 
set of parameters, wherein the get module selects an output set of the set of tags and 
the set of additive attributes in accordance with the set of parameters (Paragraphs 
[0027-0028]; page 4, claim 5). 

9. As per claim 16, Gronberg teaches the memory of claim 14 further comprising a 
set of parameters wherein the get module selects an output set of the set of tags, the 
set of additive attributes, and the set of derived attributes in accordance with the set of 
parameters (Paragraphs [0027-0032]; page 4, claim 5). 
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10. As per claim 17, Gronberg teaches a memory for storing data configured for 
processing by an interface module being executed on a computer system, comprising: 

a group tag (Page 4, claim 11); 

a set of tag identifiers (Paragraph [0025]; page 4, claim 14); and 
a command for grouping a set of metrics data wherein, upon reading the 
command, the interface module initiates a grouping module for retrieving a set of tags 
corresponding to the set of tag identifier; retrieving a set of additive attributes associated 
with the set of tags; combining like additive attributes from the set of additive attributes 
to produce a set of group attributes, and assigning the group tag to the set of group 
attributes (Paragraphs [0006], [0016], [0018] , [0022], [0024-0028]; Page 4, claim 3- 
claim 4, claims 8, 9 and 1 1 ). 

11. As per claim 29, Gronberg teaches a computer program for use in conjunction 
with a computer system, the computer system product comprising a computer readable 
storage medium and a computer program mechanism embedded therein, the computer 
program mechanism comprising: 

an interface module comprising instructions for receiving a query (Page 4, claim 4); 

a get module comprising instructions for: 

retrieving from a metrics database a set of tags and determining a subset 
of unique tags from the set of tags based on a condition (Paragraphs [0016] , [0022] 
and [0027-0028]; Page 4, claim 3-claim 4). 

12. As per claim 30, Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 29 
wherein the get module further comprises instructions for: 
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determining a set of unique identification attributes from the set of tags (Paragraph 
[0004]); 

calculating a set of combinations from the set of unique identification attributes 
(Paragraphs [0004] and [0018]); and 

selecting a subset of the set of combinations wherein each one of the subset of 
combinations matches a one of the set of tags (Paragraphs [0018] and [0025]; page 4, 
claim 3). 

1 3. As per claim 31 , Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 29 
wherein the get module further comprises instructions for retrieving a set of additive 
attributes associated with each one of the set of tags (Paragraph [0028]; page 4, claims 8 
and 9). 

14. As per claim 32, Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 31 
wherein the get module further comprises instructions for combining like additive 
attributes from the set of additive attributes associated with each one of the subset of 
unique tags to provide a set of totaled attributes for the one unique tag (Paragraphs 
[0006], [0016], [0018] and [0024-0025]). 

1 5. As per claim 33, Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 32 
wherein the get module further comprises instructions for selecting an output set of data 
from the subset of unique tags and the set of totaled attributes in accordance with a set 
of parameters included in the query (Paragraphs [0027-0028]; page 4, claim 5). 
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1 6. As per claim 34, Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 33 
wherein the get module further comprises instructions for sorting the output set in 
accordance with the set of parameters (Paragraphs [0022] and [0026]). 

1 7. As per claim 35, Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 
32 wherein the get module further comprises instructions for calculating a set of derived 
attributes from the set of totaled attributes for the one unique tag (Paragraphs [0004], 
[0006], [0016], [0018] and [0024-0025]). 

1 8. As per claim 36, Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 35 
wherein the get module further comprises instructions for calculating the derived 
attributes using a derived attribute definition (Paragraphs [0028-0032]). 

1 9. As per claim 37, Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 35 
wherein the get module further comprises instructions for selecting an output set of data 
from the subset of unique tags, the set of totaled attributes, and the set of derived 
attributes in accordance with a set of parameters included in the query (Paragraphs 
[0027-0032]; page 4, claim 5). 

20. As per claim 38, Gronberg teaches the computer program mechanism of claim 37 
wherein the get module further comprises instructions for sorting the output set in 
accordance with the set of parameters (Paragraphs [0022] and [0026]). 

21 . As per claim 39, Gronberg teaches a computer program product for use in 
conjunction with a computer system, the computer program product comprising a 
computer readable storage medium and a computer program mechanism embedded 
therein, the computer program mechanism comprising: 
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an interface module comprising instructions for receiving a query (Page 4, claim 4); 

a get module comprising instructions for: 

retrieving from a metrics database a set of tags and a set of additive 
attributes associated with the set of tags in response to a query; adding together like 
additive attributes from the set of additive attributes to produce a set of group attributes; 
and assigning a group tag to the set of group attributes (Paragraphs [0006], [0016], 
[0018] , [0022], [0024-0028]; Page 4, claim 3-claim 4, claims 8, 9 and 1 1 ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a, person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

22. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gronberg in view of Circenis et al. (hereinafter Circenis), US 2003/0135474. 

23. As per claim 1 , Gronberg teaches a method of accessing metrics data 
comprising: 

providing a metrics database comprising metrics data (Paragraph [0027]); 
receiving a query (Paragraphs [0009] and [0027]; Page 5, claim 16); and 
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initiating a procedure to retrieve from the metrics database a set of tags and to 
determine a subset of unique tags from the set of tags based on a condition 
(Paragraphs [0016] , [0022] and [0027-0028]; Page 4, claim 3-claim 4). 

24. Gronberg does not teach a method of accessing metrics data comprising metrics 
data that describes a software product. 

25. Circenis teaches a method of accessing metrics data comprising metrics data 
that describes a software, product (Paragraph [0019]). 

26. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Circenis and Gronberg because both deal with 
interfacing with a database containing metrics data. Furthermore, the teaching of 
Circenis to allow metrics data that describes a software product would improve 
functionality of Gronberg's system by allowing for tracking and reporting of metrics data 
pertaining to software products as commerce items located on online merchant 
systems. 

27. As per claim 2, Gronberg teaches the method of claiml wherein the 
determination of a subset of unique tags comprises: 

determining a set of unique identification attributes from the set of tags 
(Paragraph [0004]); 

calculating a set of combinations from the set of unique identification attributes 
(Paragraphs [0004] and [0018]); and 
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selecting a subset of the set of combinations wherein each one of the subset of 
combinations matches a one of the set of tags (Paragraphs [0018] and [0025]; page 4, 
claim 3). 

28. As per claim 3, Gronberg teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the initiated 
procedure retrieves from the metrics database a set of additive attributes associated 
with each one of the set of tags (Paragraph [0028]; page 4, claims 8 and 9). 

29. As per claim 4, Gronberg teaches the method of claim 3 wherein the initiated 
procedure combines like additive attributes from the set of additive attributes associated 
with each one of the subset tags to provide a set of totaled attributes for the one unique 
tag (Paragraphs [0006], [0016], [0018] and [0024-0025]). 

30. As per claim 5, Gronberg teaches the method of claim 4 wherein the initiated 
procedure selects an output set of data from the subset of unique tags and the set of 
totaled attributes in accordance with a set of parameters included in the query 
(Paragraphs [0027-0028]; page 4, claim 5). 

31 . As per claim 6, Gronberg teaches the method of claim 5 wherein the initiated 
procedure sorts the output set in accordance with the set of parameters (Paragraphs 
[0022] and [0026]). 

32. As per claim 7, Gronberg teaches the method of claim 4 wherein the initiated 
procedure calculates a set of derived attributes from the set of totaled attributes for the 
one unique tag (Paragraphs [0004], [0006], [0016], [0018] and [0024-0025]). 
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33. As per claim 8, Gronberg teaches the method of claim 7 wherein the derived 
attributes are calculated using a derived attribute received in a prior query (Paragraphs 
[0028-0032]). 

34. As per claim 9, Gronberg teaches the method of claim 7 wherein the initiated 
procedure selects an output set of data from the subset of unique tags, the set of totaled 
attributes and the set of derived attributes in accordance with a set of parameters 
included in the query (Paragraphs [0027-0032]; page 4, claim 5). 

35. As per claim 10, Gronberg teaches the method of claim 9 wherein the associated 
procedure sorts the output set in accordance with the set of parameters (Paragraphs 
[0022] and [0026]). 

36. As per claim 1 1 , Gronberg teaches a method of grouping metrics data in a 
metrics database comprising: 

providing a metrics database comprising metrics data (Paragraph [0027]); 
receiving a query (Paragraphs [0009] and [0027]; Page 5, claim 16); and 
initiating a procedure to retrieve from the metrics database a set of tags and a set 
of additive attributes associated with the set of tags, to combine like additive attributes 
from the set of additive attributes to produce a set of group attributes, and to assign a 
group tag to the set of group attributes (Paragraphs [0006], [0016], [0018] , [0022], 
[0024-0028]; Page 4, claim 3-claim 4, claims 8, 9 and 1 1 ). 

37. Gronberg does not teach a method of grouping metrics data in a metrics 
database comprising metrics data that describes a software product. 
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38. Circenis teaches a method of grouping metrics data in a metrics database 
comprising metrics data that describes a software product (Paragraph [0019]). 

39. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Circenis and Gronberg because both deal with 
interfacing with a database containing metrics data. Furthermore, the teaching of 
Circenis to allow metrics data that describes a software product would improve 
functionality of Gronberg's system by allowing for tracking and reporting of metrics data 
pertaining to software products as commerce items located on online merchant 
systems. 

40. Claims 18-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gronberg in view of 'Official Notice'. 

41 . As per claim 18, Gronberg teaches a system for interfacing with a metrics 
database comprising: 

an interface module configured for execution comprising instructions (Page 4, 
claim 4) for: 

receiving a query (Paragraphs [0009] and [0027]; Page 5, claim 16); 
initiating a module in response to the query, the get module comprising 
instructions for: 

retrieving from the metrics database a set of tags; and determining 
a subset of unique tags from the set of unique tags based on a condition (Paragraphs 
[0016] , [0022] and [0027-0028]; Page 4, claim 3-claim 4). 
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42. Gronberg does not teach a system for interfacing with a metrics database 
comprising a central processing unit. However 'Official Notice' is taken by the Examiner 
that a central processing unit is notoriously well know. It would have been obvious to 
include a central processing unit for the current invention because it allows for the 
computational and control unit of computers, which executes the instructions on which 
the method and system of which the metrics database is based upon. 

43. Claims 1 9-27 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 2-1 0 and 
therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

44. As per claim 28, Gronberg teaches a system for interfacing with a metrics 
database comprising: 

an interface module configured for execution comprising instructions (Page 4, 
claim 4) for: 

receiving a query (Paragraphs [0009] and [0027]; Page 5, claim 16); 
initiating a module in response to the query, the get module comprising 
instructions for: 

retrieving from the metrics database a set of tags and a set of 
additive attributes associated with set of tags in response to the query; combining like 
additive attributes from the set of additive attributes to produce a set of group attributes; 
and assigning a group tag to the set of group attributes (Paragraphs [0006], [0016], 
[0018] , [0022], [0024-0028]; Page 4, claim 3-claim 4, claims 8, 9 and 11). 

45. Gronberg does not teach a system for interfacing with a metrics database 
comprising a central processing unit. However 'Official Notice' is taken by the Examiner 
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that a central processing unit is notoriously well know. It would have been obvious to 
include a central processing unit for the current invention because it allows for the 
computational and control unit of computers, which executes the instructions on which 
the method and system of which the metrics database is based upon. 



Conclusion 

46. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following patents and publications are cited to further show 
the state of the art with respect to "Apparatus And Method For Interfacing With A 
Metrics Database". 



US 2001/0025267 Janiszewski, Stephen 

i. US 2002/0002550 Berman, Andrew P. 

ii. US 6,836,466 Kant et al. 
v. US 6,839,751 Dietz et al. 



47. A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire in 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Martin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3970. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30 a.m. - 5:30 
p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-3970. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



